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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 8 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 8 and 12 recite a "wireless terminal 
control program," which does not fall within at least one of the four categories of 
patent eligible subject matter recited in 35 U.S.C. 101 (process, machine, manufacture, 
or composition of matter). The subject matter recited in claims 8 and 12 is a computer 
program perse and does not constitute a physical transformation or process; instead 
the claimed subject matter constitutes an abstract idea which falls under a judicial 
exception to 35 U.S.C. 101 and is not directed to a practical application of such judicial 
exception because the claim does not require any physical transformation and the 
invention as claimed does not produce a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1,3-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Uchida (Pub. No.: US 2002/0054028) and further in view of Labeeb et al. (Pub. 
No.: US 2003/0093792). 

As to claim 1, Fig. 1 of Uchida teaclies: 

a bi-directional communication system... [which] uses a bi-directional 
communication method and includes a display apparatus 100, a base 
apparatus 200, and a set-top box 300 serving as an exemplary external input 
apparatus... The display apparatus 100 does not require physical connection to 
the base apparatus 200. Rather the display apparatus communicates with the 
base apparatus by radio communication. In this manner, the display apparatus 
can receive an information signal from the base apparatus 200 and transmit a 
control signal to the base apparatus 200. [0028-29] 

The display apparatus taught by Uchida is the equivalent of the recited wireless 
terminal. As to the recited "receiving... video data and EPG data" Uchida teaches, 
"Each satellite broadcast signal includes... data including a video signal and an audio 
signal for a plurality of broadcast programs, data used for channel selection, and data 
for displaying an EPG" [0070]. The display device taught by Uchida is inherently 
capable of displaying an EPG. As to the recited "second video generating means: and 
"video superimposing means," Fig. 2 of Uchida teaches that the display terminal 
contains an OSD (on-screen display) processing section which would allow the display 
device to display the EPG to the user. 

As to the recited "rewritable nonvolatile memory for storing the EPG data 
received by the receiving means, the second video generating means generating the 
second video image based on the EPG data stored in the nonvolatile memory," Labeeb 
teaches: 
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As shown, set top box 34 includes EPG memory 36, template memory 
38... Similarly, if the incoming command is a display command including EPG 
data, that data is stored in EPG memory 36 and is displayed with the template 
stored in template memory 38 when the user mal<es a menu selection via 
television remote control unit 706 and remote receiver 708 requesting display 
of the EPG data. [0204] 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

invention to combine the nonvolatile memory and EPG template taught by Labeeb into 

the terminal taught by Uchida to decrease overall bandwidth usage and processing time 

for the system. 

As to claim 3, Labeeb explicitly teaches that system may store an EPG template 
in memory: 

Set top box 34 may also comprise a nonvolatile template memory 38 for 
storing the template in which the EPG data is to be inserted for display to the 

viewer on the viewer's television 40. In this manner, a video signal containing 
the template display data need not be continuously retransmitted to the set top 
box 34, thereby saving more bandwidth. [0167] 

As to claim 4, Uchida explicitly teaches that the system is designed to receive 
digital satellite television broadcast signals. 

As to claim 5, Fig. 1 of Uchida as cited above teaches a base device consistent 
with that recited in claim 5. 

As to claim 6, Fig. 6 of Uchida teaches a system comprising a wireless terminal 
and base device as recited. Paragraph 0070 of Uchida (cited above) explicitly teaches 
that the satellite broadcast contains EPG data and Fig. 2 of Uchida teaches that the 
terminal device contains an OSD processing section. 

As to the method of claim 7, practicing the system taught by Fig. 1 of Uchida (as 
analyzed w/r/t claim 1 ) would necessarily require the steps of receiving data from a 
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base device and generating a video signal. Fig. 2 of Ucliida teaches that the display 
device comprises an OSD processing unit which would enable the display device to 
display an EPG. As to the steps of writing the ERG data into nonvolatile memory, 
paragraph 0204 of Labeeb teaches that the system may contain EPG memory 36 as 
well template memory 38 stored in nonvolatile memory. 

As to claims 8, 9, and 12, a control program and computer readable recording 
medium for storing such would be inherent in any digital communications device such 
as that taught by Uchida or Labeeb. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected by Fig. 1 of Uchida as applied above. 

Contact 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan Stronczer whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3756. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM (EDT), Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian T. Pendleton can be reached on (571) 272-7527. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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